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CONGRESSIONAL.
irKBUH OV MU. IBW4BO,

or NEW YOKK.
On the Territorial Question.

¦¦¦¦¦ m.

In Senate, Monday, March 11,1850.
The Senate having und«r consideration the message of

tbe President of the United States transmitting the con¬
stitution of California.
Mr. SEWARD sai.t: Mr. P(esident. four veers ago

California, a Mexican irovince, scarcely inhabited, and
quits unexplored, was unknown even to our usually im¬
moderate desires, except by a harbor, capacious and tran¬

quil, which only statesmen then foresaw would be use¬

ful in the oriental commerce of afar-distant, if not merely
chimerical, future.
A year ago, California was a mere military dependency

of our own, and we were celobrating with enthusiasm
and unanimity its acqui*ition, with its newly-discovered
but yet untold and untouched mineral wealth, as the
moat auspicious of many and unparalleled achievements.
To-day California is a SuUe, more populous than the

lout, and richer than *«vernl of the greatest of our thirty
States. Thia same California, thus rich and popntous,
is here asking admission into the Union,and finds us de¬
bating the dissolution of tbe Union itself.
No wonder if we are perplexed with ever-changing em¬

barrassment*! No Wonder if we are apj>alled by ever-
increasing responsibilities! No wonder if we are be-
wildered by the ever-aiigmenting magnitude and rapidity
of natioual vicissitudes!
Shall California be received ? For myself, upon

my individual Judgment and conscience, I answer, yes.
For ¦yself, as an instructed representative of one of the

that one even of the States which is soonest
est to be pressed in commercial and political
the new Commonwealth.1 answer, yes. Let
come in Every new State, whether site come

Hast or from the West.every new State, coming
i whatever part of the continent she may.is always

welcome. But California, that come* from the clime where
the West dies away into the rising 1£ ist.California, which
bounds at once the empire and the coutinent.Califor¬
nia, the youthful queen of tbe Pacific, in her robes of
freedom, gorgeously,inlaid wiih gold, is doubly welcome.
And nowlinquire, first, Why should California be rt-

jetted? All the objections are founded only in the sir-

rstances of her coming, and in the organic law which
presents for our confirmation. a1st California comes unceremoniously, without a

preliminary consent of Congre**, and therefore by usurpa¬
tion. This allegation, 1 mink, is not quite true ; at
least, not quite true iu spirit. California is not here of
her own pure volition We tore California violently
from her place in the confederation of Mexican States,
and stipulated by the tre.ity of Guadalupe Hidalgo that
the territory should be admitted by States iuto the Amer¬
ican Union as speedily as possible.

But the letter of the objection still holds. California
did come without a preliminary consent by Congress to
form a constitution. But Michigan and other States pre¬
sented themselves in the same unauthorized way, and
Congress vmved the irregularity, and sanctioned the
usurpation. California pleads these precedents. Is not
the plea sufficient / "

But it has been said by the honorable senator from
South Carolina [Mr. Calhoun] that the ordinance of
1787 secured to Michigan the right to become a State
when she shquld have sixty thousand inhabitants. Ow¬
ing to some neglect. Congress delayed taking the census.
And thi^ is said in palliation of the irregularity of Michi¬
gan. Bat California, as has been seen, had a treaty, and
Congress, instead of giving previous consent, and instead
of giving her the customary territorial government, as
they did to Michigan, failed to do either, and thus prac
tisally refused both, and so abandoned the new commu¬
nity, under most unpropitiou* circumstances, to anarchy.California then made a constitution for herself, but not
unnecessarily and presumptuously, as Michigan did.
She made a constitution for ber*ell, and came here under
th* law, the paramount law, of self-preservation.

In that she stands justified Indeed, California is more
than juatifid). She was a colony, a military colony. All
colonies, especially military colonies, are incongruous
with oar political system, and they are equally open to
oorraption and exposed to oppression. They are, there¬
fore, not more unfortunate iu their own proper condition
than fruitful of dangers to the parent democracy. Cali¬
fornia, then, acted wisely and well in establishing self-
government She deserves not rebuke, but praise and
approbation. Nor does this objection come with a good
grace from those who offer it. If California were now
content to receive only a territorial charter, we could not
agree to grant it without an inhibition of slavery, which,
in that case, being a federal act, would render tbe atti¬
tude of California, as a Territory, even more offensive to
those who now repel her than she is as a State, with the
¦mt inhibition in the constitution of her own voluntary
choice.
A second objection is, California hat assigned her own

boundaries, lAlhout the previous authority of Congress.
But she was left to organize herself without any bounda-
ries fixed by previous law or by prescription. She was

obliged, therefore, to assume boundaries, since without
boundaries she must have remained unorganized.
A third objection is, that California is too large.
1 answer, first, there is no common standard of States.

California, although greater than many, is less than one
oi in* state*

Second. California, if too large, may be divided with
her own content, which ia all the security we have ior
reducing the magnitude and averting the preponderance
of Tuna.

Thirdly. The boundaiies of California seem not at all
MMMturiu. The Territory circumscribed ia altogether
contiguous and compact.

Fourthly. The boundaries are convenient. They em¬
brace only inhabits) portion* of the country, commer¬
cially connected with the port of San Francwro. No
one baa pretended to otier boundaries more in harmony
with the physical outlines of the region concerned, or
more convenient for civil administration

Bat, to draw closer to the question. What shall be the
boundaries of a new Slate f concerns. jaFirst. The State herself, and California oH*x>urse is
content

Secondly. Adjacent communities Oregon does not
complain of encroachment, and there is no other adja¬
cent community to complain.

Thirdly. The other States of the Union. The larger
the Pacific States, the smaller will be their relative power
in the Senate. All the Slates now here are Atlantic
Stale* and inland States, an.< surely they may well in-1
duke California in the largest liberty of boundaries

'ine fourth objection to the admisaion ol California is,
that no previous census had been taken,and no laws pre¬
scribing the qualifications nf *u firage and the apportion¬
ment ol representatives In convention existed

I answer, California was left to act ab tniHo. She
must begin somewhere, without a census and without
such laws. The pilgrim lathers began in the same way
on board the Mayflower; and, since it has been objected
that some of the electors in California may have been
aliens, I add that all of the pilgrim fathers were alien*
and strangers to the commonwealth ol Plymouth.
Again, the objection may well be waived, ii the consti¬

tution of California i« satisfactory first to heraelf, second-
ly to the United States. ,

First. N it a murmur of discontent has followed Cali-
foruia to this place.

Second As to oarselves, we confine our inquiries
about the constitution of a new State to four things.

1st. The boumdarm assumed; and f have considered!
that point in this case already.
3d That the domain within the State if secured to us.

And it is admitted ttiat this has been properly done.
3d. That t'ue constitution shall be republican, and not

aristocratic or monarchical. In this case the only objec
tion ia that the constitution, inasmuch ae it inhibits
slavery, is altogether too republican.

4th. That the representation claimed shs!) bejustand
equal. No one denies thai the population of California i«

sufficient to demand two representatives on the federal
basis; and, secondly, a new census is at hand, and the
error, if there is one, will be immediately corrected.
The filth objection is, that California comes under «.

ecntWe infiuence. 1st. la her coming as a free State, 'id.
In her coming at all.

lsl. The hrst charge rests on suspicion only, is peremp
torily denied, and the denial is not controverted by prooKI dismiss it altogether.3d. The second is true, to the extent that the present
1'iesident ail vised the |«iopl« of California I bat, havingbeen left without any civil government under the mili¬
tary superviaion of the Kxecntive, without any authority
of law whatever, the adoption of a constiinuon, subject
»o the approval of Congress, would be regarded favorablyby the President. Only a year ago it was complainedthat the exercise of the military power to maintain law
*nd order in California wu a fearful innovation. But
now the wind has changed, and blows even stronger from
the opposite quarter.May thie republic never have a President commit a

i more serious or more dangerous usurpation of power than
the act of the present eminent Chief Magistrate, in en-

deavoring to induce legislative authority to relieve him
from the exercise of military power, by establishing civil
institutions regulated bv law in distant provinces. Rome
would have been Mantling this day, if she had had such
generals and such tribunes.

3d But ihe objection, whether true in part or even in
the whole, is immaterial. The question is not what
moved California to impress any particular feature on her
constitution, nor even what induced her to adopt a con¬
stitution at all; but it ia whether, since she has adopted
a constitution, she shall be admitted into the Union.

I have now reviewed all the objections raised against
the admission of California. It is seen that tbey have no
foundation in the law of nature and of nations. Nor are

they founded in the constitution; for the constitution pre-
scribes no form or manner of proceeding in the admission'
of new States, but leave* the whole to rbe discretion of
Congress. "Congress may admit new States." The ob¬
jections are all merely formal and technical. They rest
on precedents which nave not always, nor even general¬
ly, been observed. But it is said that we ought now to
establish a safe precedent for the future.

1 answer, 1st. It is loo late to seize this occasion for
that purpose. The irregularities complained of being un¬
avoidable, the caution should have been exercised when,
1st, Texas was annexed: 3d, when we waged war

against Mexico; or, Sd, when we ratified the treaty of
Guadalupe HidalM.

I answer, 2d. We may establish precedents at pleasure.
Our successors will exercise their pleasure about follow¬
ing them, just as we have done in such cases.

1 answer, 3d States, nations, and empires are apt to be
peculiarly capricious, not only as to the Itmi, but even ss
to the manner of their being born, and us to their subse¬
quent political changes. They are not accustomed to
conform to precedents. California sprung from the head
of the nation, not oidy complete in proportions and full
armed, but ripe for affiliation with its members.

I proceed now to state my reasons for the opinion that
California ought to be admitted. The population of the
United States consists of natives of Caucasian origin, and
exotics of the same derivation. The native mass rapidly
assimilates to itself and absorbs the exotic, and thus these
constitute our homogeneous people. The African race,
bond and free, and the aborigines, savage and civilized,
being incapable of such assimilation and absorption, re¬
main distinct, and, owing to their peculiar condition,
they constitute inferior masses, and may be regarded as
accidental if not disturbing political forces. The ruling
homogeneous family planted at first on the Atlantic
shore, and following an obvious law, is seen continually
and rapidly spreading itself westward, year by year, sub¬
duing the wilderness and the plain, and thus extending
this grsat political community, which, as fast as it ad¬
vances, breaks into distinct States for municipal purposes
only, while the whole constitute one entire, contiguous,
and compact nation.
Well established calculations in political arithmetic en¬

able us to say that the aggregate population of the nation
now is - ¦ - - - - 22,000,000
That 10 years hence it will be - . . 30,000,000

"50do do 80,000,000
" 100, that is, in the year 1950, - - 200,000,000

equal to nearly one-fourth of the present aggregate popu¬
lation of the globe, and double the population of Europe
at the time of the discovery of America.
But the advance of population on the Pacific will far ex¬

ceed what has heretofore occurred on the Atlantic coast,
while emigration even here is outstripping the calculations
on which the estimates are based. There are silver and
gold in the mountains and ravines of California. The
granite of New England and New York is barren.
Allowing due consideration to the increasing density of

our population, we are safe in assuming that.long before
this mass shall have attained the maximum of numbers
indicated, the entire width of our possessions from the
Atlantic to the Pacific ocean will be covered by it and
be brought into social maturity and complete political or¬
ganisation.
The question now arises, Shall this one great people,

having a common otigin, a common language, a common
religion, common sentiments, interests, sympathies, and
hopes, remain one political State, one nation, one repub¬
lic, or shall it Hie broken into two conflicting and proba¬
bly hostile nations or republics f There cannot ultimate¬
ly be more than two; for the habit of association is al
ready formed, as the interests of mutual intercourse are

being formed. It is already ascertained where the centre
of political power must rest. It must rest iu the agricul¬
tural interests and masses, who will occupy the inteuor of
the continent These masses, if tbey cannot all com¬
mand access to both oceans, will not be obstructed in
their approaches to that one which offers the greatest fa¬
cilities to their commerce.

Shall the American people, then, be divided f Before
deciding on this question, let us consider our position,

.. 20 do do
"30 do do
" 40 do do

38,000,000
50,000,000
64,000,000

ourpower,and capabilities.
Tne world contain* no seat of empire so magnificent as

thia; which, while it embrace* all the varying climate*
of the temperate zone, and is traversed by wide expand¬
ing lakes and long-branching rivers, otiers supplies on the
Atlantic shore to the over-crowded nations of Europe,
while on the Pacific coast it intercepts the commerce oi
the Indies. The nation thus situated, and enjoying for¬
est, mineral, and agricultural resources unequalled, if
endowed also with moral energies adequate to the
achievement of great enterprises, and favored with a

government adapted to their character and condition,
must command the empire .( the seas, which alone is
real empire.
We think that we may claim to have inherited physi-

cal and intellectual vigor, courage, invention, and enter¬
prise, and the systems of education prevailing among us,
open to all the stores of human science and art.
The old world and the past were allotted by Providence

to the pupilage of mankind, under ihe hard discipline of
arbitrary power,quelling the violence of human passions
The new world and the luture seem to have been appoint¬
ed for the maturity of mankind with the development of
self-government, operating in obedience to reason anu

ju lament.
We have thoroughly tried our novel system of demo¬

cratic tederal government, with its complex yet harmoni¬
ous and effective combination of distinct local elective
agencies for the conduct of domestic affairs, and its com¬
mon central elective agencies for the regulation of inter¬
nal interests and of intercourse with foreign nations: and
we know fhat it is a system equally cohesive in its parts,
and capable of alt desirable expansion; and that it is a

system, moreover, |*erfectly adapted to secure domestic
tranquillity, while it brings into activity all the elements
of national aggrandizement. The Atlantic Slates, through
their commercial, social, and political affinities ami svm|«-
tines, are steadily renovating the government* and tne so-

cial constitution* of Europe and Africa. The Paeific
States mast necess«ril) |MMrorm the saine *ublime and
beneficient function* in Asia If, then, the American
people shall remain an undivided nation, the ripening
civilization of the West, alter a separation growing widei
and wider for four thousand year*, will, in it* circuit of:
the world, meet again and miogte with the declining
civilization of the East on our own free soil, and a new
and more perfect civilization will arise to bless the earth
under the *fay of our own cherished and beneficent dem¬
ocratic institutions
We may, then, reasonably hope for greatness, felicity,

and renown, excelling any hitherto attained by any na-

lion, if, standing firmly on the continent, we loose not our

gra*p on the *hore of either ocean. Whetner a deetiny
*o magnificent would be only partially defeated, or
whether it would be altogether tost, by a relaxation of
that grasp, surpasses our wi*dom to determine, and hap¬
pily i* not important to be determined. It i* enough if
we agree that expectations so grand, yet so reasonable
and so just, ought not to be in any degree disappointed.
And now it seem* to me that the perpetual unity of

our empire hang* on the decision of thi* day and of thia
boar.

California is already a State.a complete and folly ap-

Ktilled State She never again can lie lew than that.
e can never again be a province or a colony ; nor can

*he be made to shrink and *hrivel into the proportion* of
a federal dependant territory. California, then, hence¬
forth and forever, must he what she i* now, a State.
The question whether *he nhalI be one of the United

State* ot America ha* depended on her and on u*. Her
election has been made Our consent alone remains sus¬

pended; and that consent mu*t be pronounced now or
never, i **y now or ntvtr. Nothing prevents it now

but want of agreement among ourselves. Our harmony
cannot increase while thia question remain* open. We
sh.il! never agree to admit California unless we agree
now Nor will California abide delay. I do not say
that *he contemplate* independence; but, if she does not,
it ia because she does not anticipate tejection f>o you
say thai she can have no motive ? Consider, then, her
attitude if rejected. She needs a constitution, a legisla¬
ture, and magistrates; she needs titles to that golden do¬
main of our* within her b©ders~go©J titles too; and you
must give them on yonr own term*, or she must take
them without your leave. She need* a mint, a custom -

houae, wharves, hospitals, and institutions of teaming;
she needs fortifications, and roads, and railroads; she
needs the protection of an army and a navy { either your

stars and stripes must wave over her ports and her (leeIf,
or she must mine aloli a standard for herself; she need*, at
least, to know whether you are friend* or enemiee; and.
Anally, she needs what no American community can live
without, sovereignty and indeiwndence.either a lust and
equal ahare of yours, or sovereignty and independence of
her own.
Will you say that California could not aggrandizs her¬

self by separation I Would it, then, be a mean ambition
to set up withiq fifty years, on the Pacific coast, monu¬
ments like those which we think two hundred yearshave been well spent in establishing on the Atlantic
coasti

Will you say that California has no ability to become
independent t She has the same moral ability for enter¬
prise that inheres in us, and that ability implies command
of all physical means 8he has advantages of position.
8he is practically further removed from you than Eng¬
land. You cannot reach her by railroad, nor by unbroken
steam navigation. You can send qo armies over the
prairie, the mountain, and the desert, nor across the re¬
mote and narrow isthmus within a foreign jurisdiction,
nor around the Cape of Storms. You may send a navy
there; but she has only to open her mines, and she can
seduce jour navies and a|>propriate your floating bul¬
warks to her own defence. Let h«r only seize your do¬
main within her borders, and your commerce in her ports,
and she will hare at once revenues and credlt.adequate to
all her necessities. Besides, are we so moderate, and has
the world become so just, that we have no rivals and no
enemies to lend their sympathies and aid to compass the
dismemberment of our empire f
Try not the truth and fidelity of California.at least not

now, not yet. Cherish her and indulge her until you
have extended your settlements to her borders, and
bound her fast, by railroads, and canals, and telegraphs,
to your interests.until her affinities of intercourse are
established, and habits of loyalty are fixed.and then she
can never be disengaged.

California would not go alone. Oregon, so intimately
allied to her, and as yet so loosely attached t.0 us, would
go also, and then at least the entire Pacific coast, with
the western declivity of- the Sierra Nevada, would be
lost. It would not depend at all on us, nor even on
the mere forbearanoe of California, how far eastward
the long line across the temperate zone should be
drawn, which should separate the republic of the Pa¬
cific from the republic of the Atlantic. Terminus has
iwssed away with all the deities of the ancient Pantheon,
but his sceptre remains. Commerce is the god of bound¬
aries, and no man now living can foretell his ultimate de¬
cree.
But it is insisted that the admission of California shall

be attended by a, compromise of questions which have
arisen out of slavery !

1 am opposed to any such compromise, in any and all
the forms in which it has been proposed : because, white
admitting the purity and the patriotism of all from whom
it is my misfortune to differ, I think all legislative com¬

promises radically wrong and essentially vicious. They
involve the surrender of the exercise of judgment and
conscience on distinct and separate questions, at dis¬
tinct and separate times, with the indispensable ad¬
vantages it affords for ascertaining truth. Thav involve
a relinquishment of the right to reconsider in future the
decisions of the present, on questions prematurely anti¬
cipated. And they are a usurpation as to future ques¬
tions of the province of future legislators.

Sir, it seems to me as if slavery had laid its paralyzinghand ui*on myself, and the blood were coursing less freely
than is its wont through my veins, when 1 endeavor to sup¬
pose that such a compromise has been efleeted, and my
utterance forever is arrested upon all the great questions,
social, moral, and political, arising out of a subject so im¬
portant, and as yet so incomprehensible. What am I to
receive in this compromise.' Freedom in California. It
is well: it is a noble acquisition; it is worth a sacrifice.
But what am I to give up as an equivalent ? A recog¬
nition of the claim to perpetuate slavery in the District of
Columbia; forbearance towards more stringent laws con¬
cerning the arrest of persons suspected of being slaves
found in free States; forbearance from the vrovito of
freedom in the charters of new Territories. None of the
plans of compromise offered demand less than two, and
most of them insist on all of these conditions. The

auivaient then is, some portion of liberty, some portionhuman rights, in one region, for liberty in another re¬
gion. Hut California brings gold and commerce as well
as freedom. 1 am, then, to surrender some portion of hu¬
man freedom in the District of Columbia, aad in East
California and New Mexico, for the mixed consideration
of liberty, gold, and power on the Pacific coast
This view of legislative compromises is not new It

has widely prevailed, and many of the State constitutions
interdict the introduction of more than one subject into
one bill submitted for legislative action.

It was of such compromises that Burke said, In one of
the loftiest bursts of even his majestic parliamentary elo-
IIUM1M !

"Par, far from th« Common* of Great Britain be all man¬
ner of real vice but ten thousand time* further Irom them,
as lar as Irom pole to pole, Im ilie whole tribe of spurious,affected, counterfeit, and hypocritical virtues I These are
the things which are ten thousand times mora at war with
real virtue, these are the dungs which are ten thousand
times wore at war with real duty, than any vice known by
its name and distinguished br its proper character.
"Far, iar from us be dint false and affected candor that is

eternally in treaty with crime.that half virtue, whioh, like
the ambiguous animal that Ates about in the twilight ol a

compromise between day and night. Is, to a ja*t man's eye,
an odious and disgusting thing. There Is no middle point,
my lorde, in whioh the Common* of Oreat Britain can
meet tyranny and oppression."

Bat, air, if I coal J overcome my repugnance to com¬
promises in general, I should object to this one, on the
ground of lbs intqualitu and incongruity o( the interests
to be compromised. Why, sir, according to the views I
have submitted, California ought to come 111, and must
come in, whether slavery stands or fails in the District
of Columbia; whether slavery stands or falls in New
Mexico and eastern California i and even whether slave¬
ry stands or fall* in the slave States. California ought to
come in, being a free Male; and, under the circumstan¬
ces of her conquest, her compact, her abandonment, her
justifiable and necessary establishment of a constitution,
mid the inevitable dismemberment of the empire coase-
quent upon her rejection, I should have voted for her
admission, even if she had come as a slave State. Cali¬
fornia ought to come in, and must oome ia at all events.
It is, then, an independent, n paramount question. What,
then, are these auestions arising out of slavery, thus in¬
terposed, but collateral questions ? They are unnecessa¬

ry snd incongruous, and therefore false issues; not intro¬
duced designedly, indeed, to deieat that great policy, yet
unavoidably tending to that end.
Mr. POOTE. Will the honorable senator allow me

to ask him if ihe Senate is to understand him ss saying
that be would vote for the admission of California, it she
came here seeking admission as a slavs State !

Mr. 8KWAHD. 1 reply, as 1 said before, that even if
California had corneas a slave State, yet coming under
the extraordinary circumstances I have deerribed, and in
View of the consequences of a dismemberment of tUe
empire, consequent upon her rejection, i should have
voted for hsr admission, «ven though she had come as a
slavs Stale. But I should not have voted for her admis
sion otherwise.

1 remark, ia the next pUce, that consent on my part
would be disingenuous and fraudulent, because the com¬
promise would be unavailing.It ia now avowed by the honorable senator from South
(Carolina IVIr. CaUMVR] that nothing will satisfy the
slave States but a compromise that will convince them
that they can remain in the Union consistently with their
honor and their safety. And what are the concessions
which will havs that efeel f Hers they are, in the words
of that eenator i
"The North must do ju«tiof, by conceding to the South an

rqnai right in Ihe a< quired territory, snd do ner d .ty by
csuiiiM 'he stipulation* relative to fugitive sUves to bn
Isilhlully fn ftiled.usn» the agitation ol the ilave ques¬
tion. and provide lor the insertion of e provision in the con¬
stitution, by an am« ndment, which will restore to the
.South in substance the pi*«r nhe posse-sed of protesting
herself; before the equilibrium between the sections was
destroyed by the aetlon ol this government H

These terms amount to this, that the free States havingalready, or although they may hereafter have majorities
of States, majorities ol population, and majorities in both
houses of Congress, shall concede to the slave Suites,
being in * minority in -both, the unequal advantage of
an equality; that is, that we shall sltef the constitu
tion ao as to convert the government from a national de¬
mocracy, operating by a constitutional Majority of voices,
into a federal alliance, in which the minority shall have
a veto against the majority. And this ia to return to the
original articles of confederation.

I will not slop to protest against the injustice or the In¬
expediency of an innovation which, if it was practicable,would be in'entinriy subversive of Ihe principle of demo¬
cratic institutions. it is enough to say that it ia totally
impracticable. The free States, northern and western,
have acquiesced in the long snd nearly unbroken as

cendeney of the slave States tinder the constitution, be¬
cause the result happened under the constitution But
thev have honor and interests to preserve, and there is
nothing ia ths nature of mankind or in the chsrscter ol
that people to induce an expectation that they, loyal as

they are. are insensible to the duty of defending them But
thescheme would Mill be impracticable, even if this dif¬
ficulty warn ovatcome. What ia proposed ia a political
equilibrium. Kvery political equilibrium requires a phys¬
ical equilibrium to rest upon, and ia valueless without it.
To constitute a physical equilibrium between tha slave
States and tha free States requirea first an equality of ter¬
ritory, or soma near approximation. And this is already
lost. But it requires much mora than this. It requirea
aa equality or a proximate equality in the number of
slaves and freemen. Aad thia muat be perpetual.

But the census of 1840 givee a slave basis of only
.i,500,000, aad a free basis of M,500,000. And the popu¬
lation on tha slavebaaia increases in tha ratio of 35 per
cent, for ten veara, while that on the free basis advances
at the rata of3d per cent. The accelerating movement
of the free population now complained of will occupy
tbe new Territoriea with pioneers, and every day in¬
creases the difficulty of forcing or insinuating slavery
into regions which freemen have preoccupied. And if
this were poeaibla, the African slave trade is prohibited,
aad the doiaeatia increase ia not sufficient to supply the
new slave Statea whieh are expected to maintain the
equilibrium. The theory of a -new political equilibrium
claims that it once existed, and has been loer. When
lost, and how t It began to bo lost in 1787, when pre¬liminary arrangements wan made to admit Are new
free Statea in the Northweat Territory, two years before
tbe constitution wae Anally adopted; that is, it began to
be lost two yeare before it begaa to exiat 1

Sir. the equilibrium, if restored, would be lost more
rapidly than it was before. Tbe progress of tha free
population ia to be accelerated by increased emigrationfrom Euro|>e and Asia, while that of the slaves is to be
checked and retarded by inevitable partial emancipation.
"Nothing," says Montesquieu, "reduces a man eo low
as always to see freemen, and yet not be free. Per¬
sons in that condition are natural enemies of the State,
and their numbers would be dangerous if increased too
high." Sir, the fugitive slave coloniee and the emanci¬
pated slave colonies in the free States, in Canada, and in
Liberia, are the best guarantiee South Carolina haa for
the perpetuity of slavery.
Nor would success attend any of tbe details of tbe com¬

promise. And, Arst, I advert to the proposed alteration
of the law concerning fugitives from service or labor. I
Khali speak on this as on all subjects with due respect,
but yet frankly and without reservation. The constitu¬
tion contains only a compact, which rests for its execu¬
tion on the States. Not content with thia. tlie slave
Slates induced legislation by Congress; and the Supreme
Court of the United States have virtually decided that the
whole subject is within the province of Congress aad ex¬
clusive of State authority. Nay, they have decided tbat
slaves are to be regarded not merely as persons to be
claimed, but as property and chattels, to be Mixed with¬
out any legal authority or claim whatever. The compact
is thus subverted by tne procurement of the slave States
With what reason, then, can they expect the States tx
gratia to reassume the obligations from which they
caused those States to be discharged I I eay, then, to the
slave States, you are entitled to no more stringent laws,
and such laws would be uselesa. The cause of the in¬
efficiency of the present statute is not at all the leniencyof ita provisions; it is a law that deprives the alleged ref¬
ugee from a legal obligation not assumed by him, out im¬
posed upon hun by lawp enacted before he waa bom, of
the writ of habeas corpus, and of any certain judicial pro¬
cess of examination of the claim aet op by his pursuer,
and Anally degrades him into a chattel whteh may be seixeu
and carried away peaceably wherever found, even al¬
though exercising the rights and responsibilities of a free
citizen of the Commonwealth in which he resides, and
of the United States.a law which deniee to tha citixen
alt the safeguards of personal liberty, torender less frequent
the escape of the bondman. And since complaints are ao
freely made against the one side, I shall not nasitale tode-
clare that there have been even greater faults on the
other side. Relying on the perversion of tbe constitu¬
tion, whieh makes slaves mere chattels, tbe alave States
have applied to them the principles of the criminal law,
aad have held that he who aided the escape of bis fel¬
low-man from bondage was guilty of a larceny ia stealing
him. 1 speak of what I know. Two instances came
within my own knowledge in whieh governors of slave
Stairs, under the provision of the constitution relating to
fugitives from justice, demanded from the goveraor of a
free Slate the surrender of persons aa thieves, whose al¬
leged offences consisted in a constructive larceny of the
rags tbat covered tbe persons of female slaves, whose at¬
tempt at escape they permitted or assisted.
We deem the nrinciple of the law for tbe recapture of

fugitives, therefore, unjust, unconstitutional, and im¬
moral ; and thus while patriotism withholds its approba¬
tion, the consciences of our people condemn it
You will say that these convictions of ours an dis¬

loyal. < J rant it for the sake of argument. They are.
nevertheless, honest | aad the law ia to be executed
among us, not among you; not by us, but by the federal
autnoiity. lias any government ever succeeaeu in cnang-
ing the moral conviction*of it* subjects by force? Bat
these convictions imply no disloyalty. We reverence the
constitution, although we perceive this defect, just at ws
acknowledge the splendor and the power of the sun,
although its surface is tarnished with here and there an
opaque spot.
Your constitution and laws convert hospitality to the

refugee fjom the most degrading oppreeeion on earth into
a crime; but all mankind, except you, esteem that hospi¬
tality a virtue. The rijht of extradition of a fugitive
from Justice is not admitted by the law of nature and of
nations, hut rests in voluntary compacts. I know of
only two compacts found in diplomatic history which ad¬
mitted extradition or ¦lavet Here is one of them
ft is found in a treaty of peace made betwoen Alexander
Commenue. Greek Emperor at Constantinople, and Oteg
11. King of Russia, in the year 90», and is in these
words:
"If a Russian slave tske flight, or sven IT he i* carried

away by any one under pretence of having been bought.
Ills maMr shall have the right anil puwer to pursue him,
and hunt bread capture him wherever he thai I be found j
aad any peraon who sbaU oppose the tnaslsr in the execu¬
tion of tin* right shall be deemed guilty ol violating tbla
treat)-, and be punished accordingly."
This was in the year of grace DOT, in what is called the

"dark agea." and the contracting powers were despot¬
isms. Aau here is the other:
"No person held to service or labor in one State, under the

lsw« IhseseC Ueeeftag IM* another, shall, in consequence
of any law or regulation therein, be discharged Iron) sueli
service or tabor, nut shall be delivered up on eiaiia of the
party to whom such servic or labor is due M

Thie is from the constitution of the United States in
1787, and the parties were the republican States of this
Union The law of nation* <li«avnw* surh compacts,the law of nature, written on the hearts and ronacieneae
of freemen, repudiates them. Armed power could not
enforce them, because there ie no public conscience to
aoatain them. 1 know that there are laws of rations aorta
whirh regulate the conduct of men. There are constitu
tione ana statutes, codes mercantile and codes civil; but
when we are legislating for Suites, especially when we
are founding Slates, all ihe«e laws mutt be l>rot^ht to the
standard of the law* of God. and must he tried by that
standard, and stand or fail by it. This principle was

happily explained hv one of the most distiiigaislcd poli-ticaf philosophers of England in these emphatic wqrJa:
" There is but one Ihw tor all.namely, that law which

Jovorns all Uw. be law of our Creator, the law of numaniiy,
usiroe, equity, tli» law o( nature awl of nitons. So tar a-

any Isws l irtlfr this primeval law, ami give it more iitv
MM) mm energy, more effect, by their declarations,
sueh law* enter una tb<> sanctuary and participate in thn
*itcrsdnes of its eharaeter; but the man who quotas as
precedents the abuses of tyrants and robbers pnfiute* the
iouutain* ofjusiiee, destroy* ma foundations <>l ail law, and
therefor i re.nove* tb» only salegnard against evil men.
whether governors or governed.the guard which prevents

Bnors imm becoming tyrant*, and the governed from
nlng rebels."

There was deep philosophy in the confession of an em
inent English Judge When he had condemned a young
woman to death, under the late sanguinary cola of his
country, for her Are! petty theft, she fell down dead at bis
feet: " I seem to myeelf (snid he) to hare been pronounc¬
ing sentence not agamet the prisoner, hat against the law
itself."
To conclude on this point. We are not slaveholders

We cannot, in our judgment, he either true Christians or
real freemen, if we impose on another a chain that we
defy all human power to fasten on ourselves. You tie
here ami think otherwise, and doabtlees with equal sin
eerity. We judge you not, and He alone who ordained
the conscience of man and its law« of action can judge
us. r>-» we, then, in thla conflict, demand of you an nn
reasonable thing in asking that, ainee you will have
property that can and will exercise human powers to ef¬
fect it* eerape, you shall beyoar own police, and in act¬
ing among us as such you shall conform to principles in¬
dispensable to the security erf admitted rights of freemen f
if you will have thi* law executed, you moat alleviate,
not increase its rigors.
Another feature in most of these plans of compromise is

a bill of peace for slavery in the District of Columbia;
and this bill of peace we cannot grant We of the free
States are. ftqntfty with you of the slave States, respon¬
sible for the existence of slavery in thie District, the field
exclusively of our common legislation. I regret that, as

I yet, I see little reason to hope that a majority in favor oI
emancipation exists here. The legislature of New York,from whom, with great deference, I diaeent, aeeina wil¬ling to accept now the extinction of the stave trade, tad
waive emancipation. But we ahall aeeume the whole
responsibility if we stipulate not to exerciee the powerhereafter, when a majority ahall ha obtained. Nor will
the plea with which you would furnish us be of anyavail. If 1 could understand so myeterioua a paradoxmyself, 1 never should be able to explain to the apprehen¬sion of the people whom I represent bow it was that an
absolute and express power to legialale in all caaee over
the Distriet of Columbia waa embarrassed and defeated
by an implied condition not to legislate for the abolition
of slavery in this District. Sir, I ahall vote for that
measure, and am willing to appropriate any means neces¬
sary to carry, it iato execution. And. if I shall be asked
what 1 did to embellieh the capital of my country, I will
point to her freedmen and say, theee are the monuments
of my munificence!

If I was willing to advance a cause that I deem sacred
by disingenuous meana, 1 would adviee you to adoptthose means of compromise which I have thus examined.
The echo is not quicker in ite response than would be
that loud and universal cry of repeal, that would not die
away until the kabttu corpus vr** secured to the allegedfugitive from bondage, and the symmetry of the free in¬
stitutions of the capital was perfected.I apply the same observations to the proposition for a
waiver of the proviso of freedom in territorial charters.
Thus far you have only direct popular action in favor of
that ordinance, and there seems even to be a partialdisposition to avjait the action of the people of the new
Territoriea, as we have compuleorily waited for it in Cal¬ifornia. But 1 must Mil yon, nevertheless, in candor and
in plainnsss, that the spirit of the people of the free
States is eet upon a spring that riaes with the pressureput unpn it That spring, if pressed too hard, will give a
recoiHhat will not leave here one servant who knew his
master's will and did it not.
You will say that this implies violence. Not at all. It

implies only peaceful, lawful, constitutional, customary
action. I cannot too strongly express my surprise that
thoae who insist that the people of the slave States can¬
not be held back from remedies outside of the constitu¬
tion should so far misunderstand us of the free States as
to suppose we would not exercise our constitutional rights
to su«tain the policy which we deem just and beneficial.

I coine now to notice the suggested compromise of the
boundary between Texas and New Mexico. This is a
judicial question in its nature, or at least a question of
legal right and title. If it is to be compromised at all, it
is due to the two parties, and to * national dignity as well
as to justice, that it be kept separate from compromisesproceeding on the ground of expediency, and be settled
by itself alone.

I take this occasion to say, that while I do not intend
to discuses the questions alluded to in this connexion by
the honorable and distinguished senator from Massachu¬
setts, 1 am not able to agree with him in regard to the
obligation of Congress to admit four new elave States, to
be formed in the State of Texas. There are several
questions arising out of that subject, upon which I am
not prepared to decide now, and which I desire to re¬
serve for future consideration. One of these is, whether
the article of annexation doea really deprive Congress of
the right to exerciee its choice in regard to the subdivi¬
sion of Texas into four additional States. It seems to me
by no means so plain a question aa the senator from Mas-
aafhueetts assumed, and that it must be left to remain
an open question, as it is a great question, whether Con¬
gress is not a party whose future consent is necessary to
the formation of nsw States out of Texas.
Mr. WEBSTER. Supposing Congress to have the au-

thorny to Ax the number, and time of election, and ap¬
portionment of representatives, fcc , the question is,
whether, if new States are formed out of Texas, to oome
into this Union, there is not a solemn pledge by law that
they have a right to come in aa slave States f
Mr. 8EWARD. When the States are once formed,

they have the right to come in as free or slave States, ac¬

cording to their own choice t but what I insist Is, that
they cannot be formed at all without the consent of
Congress, to be hereafter riven, which content Congressis Ml obliged to give. But I paaa that question for the
present, and proceed to aay, that I am not prepared to
admit that the article of the annexation of Texas is itself
constitutional. I And no fcuthority in the constitution of
the United Stales for the annexation of foreign countries
by a resolution of Congress, and no power adequate to
that purpoee but the treaty-making power of the Preai-
dent and the Senate. Kntertaininc this visw, I must in¬
sist that the constitutionality of the annexation of Texas
herself shall be cleared up before I can agree to the ad¬
mission of any new States to be formed within Texae.

Mr. FOOTS. Did not I hear the eenator observe that
he would admit California, whether slavery was or was
not precluded from theee Territoriea f
Mr. SEWARD. I said I would have voted for the ad-

mission (M uuiorait, even as a nave sun, unaer me
extraordinary cireainstances which I have before dis¬
tinctly described. I My that now; hut I say, also, that
before 1 would agree to admit any more Stales from
Texas, the circumstances which render Mich act neces¬
sary most bs shown, and mast be such as to determine
my obligation to da so ( and that is prectssiy what 1 ia-
sist cannot bs settled now. It must be left for those to
whom the responsibility belongs.
Mr President. I undeistand, sad I am happy ia under¬

standing, that 1 sgree with the honorable esnator from
Maasachussts that there is no obligation upon Congress
to admit four new slave States oat of Texas, but that
Congress has reserved her right to say whether those
Stales shall be formed and admitted or not 1 shall rely
on that reservation. 1 shall vote to admit no mere
sis re Statss, unless aadsr circumetancee absolutely com¬
pulsory.
Mr WEBSTEH What I said was, that if ths Statss

hereafter to be made oat of Texas chose to come in as
slave State% they have a right so to do.
Mr SEWARD. My position is, that thay have not a

X''t to come in, if Congress rejects their institutions.
subdivision of Texas is a matter optional with both

parties. Teres aad ths United States.
Mr. WEBSTER. Dose the honorable sssalqr mean to

say that Congress can hereafter decide whether they shall
be slave or free Statss f
Mr. SEWARD. 1 mean to aay that Congress can

hsreaftsr decide whether any States, slave or free, can be
frsmed oat of Tsxas. If they should never be framed
out ot Texas, they never soald bs admitlsd.
Another objection srises out of ths principle on which

III demand f»r compromise rests That principle as¬
sumes a classification of the States as nortbsrn and south¬
ern Ststes, as it is exprsessd by the honorable senator
from South Carolina, (Mr. Cslhoon,] but into slave
States and free States, aa more directly expresssd by the
honorable senator from tieorgis, [Mr Baaatan J The
argument ia, that the Statae are severally equal, and that
these two classes were equal at the tint, and that the
constitution was founded on that equilibrium That ths
Statss being equal, and the classes of the States bsing
equal in rights, they are to be regarded as eonstitutiag an
association ia which each State, and each of thsas classes
of States respectively, contribute in due proportions
That the new Territories are a sommoa acquisition, and
the people of these several States and classes of Stales
have an equal right to participate in them respectively
That the right oi the people of the slave States to SSbV
grate to the Territories with their alavse as property ia
necessary to aflbrd such a participation on their part, in¬
asmuch as the people of the free Stats« emigrate into the
earns Territories with their property And the argument
dedocee from this right the principle that, if Coagreesexclude slavery from any part of this asw domain, it
wonld be only just to set off a portion of the domain.
some say south ofM dog. .10 mm., others sonth of 34 deg .
which should be regards^ at least as free to slavery, and
to be organixed into elave States.
Argument ingenious snd mbtls, declamation earnest

and bold, and persuasion gentle and winning as the voice
of the turtle dove when it is heard ia the lani, all alike
and altogethsr have failed to convince me of the sound¬
ness of this principle of the prouossd compromise, or of
any one of the propositions on wliich il is attempted to be
establislisd.

. .How is the original equality of ths States prorsd f It
rests on a syllogism ol Valtel, as follows: All men are

eqnal by the law of nature and of nations; but Statss
are only lawful aggregations of individual men, who
severally are eqnal: therefore. States are equal in natural
rights. All this is just and sound But assnmlng the
same premises, to wit, that all men sre equal by th* law
of nature and of nntions, the right of property!# slaves
fslls to the ground j for one who is equal to another can¬
not be the owner or property of that other But you an¬
swer that the constitution recognises property in slaves
It would be sudcient, then, to reply that this constitu¬
tional recognition must be void, because it is repagnant
to the law of nature and of nations. But I deny that the
constitution recognises property in man I submit, an
the other hand, most respectfully, that the constitution
not. merely does not aSrm that principle, bat, on the
contrary, altogether excludes it *

The constitution does not Ktprmlf affirm anything on
ths subjsct; all that it contains ars two incidental allusions
to alavse. These are, first, ia ths provision establishing

I to eat sa o«r sgsa* | u4, b
w*h (M aacloaed, or riva

»MIP«mM| or rtvs Wim,Y
W* fc# mUMiI to om copy of tl>«

. ratio oI rstrsssamtisa and taration; and, secondly,
ia the provision relating to frtllrw from llilor. In both
cam the constitution fsaigiulhr mentions slaves, not m
ilww, much Iw. ilmwi, bw . jMWm That this
rt-<-¦ ignition of themm pMOM *u designed la historical¬
ly known, and t think «U never denied. I give only
two ol lb* amaitoM proofs. Kirst, John Jay, in the Fed¬
eralist, says:

Lai ilie cm of tha davea be oousidarad, as it U ia truth,
. peculiar one. Lei th.i compromising expedient of the
constitution be muinally adopted, which regards them a«
MeStiWe, butu debated below the equal Urol 01 free
inhabitant*, which rewards the slave as divested of two-
ftftbs of tha mail."
Vee, alr, of two-fifths, bat of only two-fifths; leaving .till

three-fifths; leaving the slave still an tnAa6i/«iU-a per¬
son.a living, breathing, moving, reasoning, immortal
man,
The other proof is from the debatee in tha convention.It is brief, and I think instructive:
"Augml'iii, 1787 Mr. Buiier and Mr. Pinckney moved

to re<)uire fugitive slaves and servants la be delivered uplike convict*
"Mr. Wilson. This would oblige the exooutive of the

State to do it at public expense."Mr. Sbermsn saw no more propriety in the public sein¬
ing and surrendering a (lave or a servant thau a horse.

Mr. liiMler withdn w hia proposition, in order that Some
particular provision might be made apart from this aniole.
"\4agaai St..Mr. BuUor moved to iuseit altar article IS i

uncharged tromioch service or lai-or in consequence of any
regulation subs tring In the State to which they escape, but
.hall be deliveied up 10 tha person justly claiming their ser¬
vice or labot.'
"Alter the engroaeaaent, September M, page MM, article

4, section 2, laead paragraph, the term 'legally' was strnuk
out, and the words 'under u»e taws thereof inserted after
the word 'State,'in compliance widi the w Ubes of istne
who thought the term 'legal' equivocal, and favoring the
idea that slavery was leualln a morel eit».

[ Maditon't Ikbetn, py 487, 481
1 deem it established; then, that the constitution does

not recognise property in men, but leaves that question,
as between the States, to the law of nature and .of na¬
tions. That law, as expounded by Vaitel, is founded in
the reason of things. When God had created the eartb,
with its wonderful adaptations,He gave dominion over it
to man.absolute human dominion. The title of that do¬
minion thus bestowed would have been incomplete, if the
lord of all terrestrial things could himeelf have been (he
property of his fellow-man.
The right to have a slave implies the right in some one

to make the slave; that n$ht must be equal and mutual,
and this would resolve society into a state of perpetual
war. But if we grant the original equality of tha States,
and grant also the constitutional recognition of slavee an

property, still the argument we are considering faila: be¬
cause the States are not parties to the constitution as
States; it is the constitution of the people of the United
States.
But even if the States continue as States, they sur¬

rendered their equality as States, and submitted them¬
selves to the sway of the numerical majority, with quali-
ficatiobs or checks.first, of the representation of three-
fifths of slaves in the ratio of repreeenlation and taxa¬
tion ; and, secondly, of the equal representation of States
in the Senate.
The propoeition of an established classification of States

as dew* Stat** andfrtt Statu, as insisted on by soma, and
into northern and KMthrrn, as maintained by others, seems
to me purely imaginary, and of course the supposed equi¬
librium of thoee claeees a mere conceit. This must be
so, because, when the constitution was adopted, twelve
of the thirteen States were slave States; and so thai* was
no equilibrium- And so as to the classification of States
as northern States and southern States. It is tha mainte¬
nance of slavery by law in a State, not parallels of lati¬
tude, that makes it a southern State, ana the ahaenee of
this that makes it a northern 8tate. And so all the States
save one were southern Slates, and there was no equili¬
brium. But the constitution waa made not only for
southern and northern States, but for States neither
northern nor southern.the western States, their coming
in being foreseen and provided for.

It needs little argument to ahow that the idea of aJointstock association, or a copartnership aa applicable, even
by its aoaiogiee to the United States, ia erroneooa, with all
the consequences fancifully deduced from it The Unite*!
States are a political State, or organized, society, whose
end is government for the saeuuty, welfare, and happi¬
ness ol all who live under ata protection. Hie theory I
am combating reduces the objects of government to the
mere spoils ol conquest. Oa the contrary of a theory so
debasing, the preamble of the constitution not only asserts
the sovereignty to be not in the States bat ia the people,
but also promulgates the objects of the constitution t
" We, the people of the United Stales, ia order to form a

more ptrjtct tuuim, estatd.sb jaUitt. insure domtHu lrun-
fuiUilf, provide for ihe comwttm ttyimer, promote die «m-
B.AL wkijiu, and secure ths bltutags of ItUrlp, do ucOain
Mil establn-h this constitution."

Objects sublime and benevolent! They exclude the
very idea of conquesta, to be either divided among State*
or even enjoyed by them, for the purpose of securing, not
the blessings of liberty, but the evils of slavery. There
is a novelty in the principle of the compromise which
condemns it.
Simultaneously with the establishment of the ooaatitu-

tion, Virginia ceded to the United States her domain,
which then extended to the Mississippi, and was even
claiming to extend la the Pacific ocsaa. Coatmss ac¬
cepted it, and unanimously devoted the domain to feesdoin,
in the language from which the ordinance oow so severe
ly condemned was borrowed. Five States have alrsady
been organised on this domain, from all of which, ia
pursuance of that onlmance, slsvery ia excluded. How
did it happen that this theory of the equality of Stales,
of ths el.ifkatioa of States, 6f the equilibrium of
States, of ths title of ths States to common enjoyment
of the domain, or to aa equitable anil just partition be¬
tween them, was never promulgated nor even dreamed
of by the slavs States, which ananimooaly coasentsd to
that ordinance >
There ia another aspect of the principle of compromise

which deserves consideration. It assumes that slavery,
if not the only institution in a slsvs State, is at least a

n institution, end that this characteristic was reeog-
by tbe constitution But sfavrry is only out of

many institutions there; freedom is equally an institution
there. Slavery is only a tempory, accidental, partial,
and incongruous one. Freedom, on the contrary, is s

perpetaal, organic, universal one, in harmony with the
constitution of the United States. Ths slaveholder him¬
self stands under the protection of the latter, ia common
with all Ihe free citizens of the State. But it is, more¬

over, an iadtepeneabls institution. You may separate
slavery from South Carolina, and the State still remain;
but if you subvert freedom there, the State will cease to
exist But tbe principle of thie compromise gives com¬
plete ascendency in the slave State, and in the constitu¬
tion of ths United States, to the subordinate, accidental,
and incongruous institution over it* paramount anlago-
nisi. To rsdoce this claim for slavery to an absurdly,
it is only necessary to add that there are only two States
in which slaves are a majority, and not one in which
the *lsvshold»js are not a very disproportionate minority.
But there is yet another auwet in which this principle

must ba examined. It regards ine domain only as a po«
.ession, to be enjoyed either ia common or by partition by
tbe citizen* of the old States. It is true, indeed, that the
national domain is ours. It is true it was acquired by the
valor and the wealth of the whole nation. But we hold,
nevertheless, no arbitrary power over it. We hold *"
arbitrary authority over anything, whether acqnlrr.1
lawfully or by usurpation. Tbe constitution regulates
our stewardship: the constitution devotes the damain to
union, to justice, to defence, to welfare, and to liberty.
But there is a higher law than the constitution, which

regulate* our authority Over thedomain.and devotes it to
the same noble purposes. The territory is a nart, no in-
considerable part, of ths common heritage of mankind,
bestowed upon them by theCraator of the Universe. We
are his stewards, and must so discharge our trust as to
secure in the highest attainable degree their happiness
How momentous that trust is we may learn from tbe tn-
«tructions of the founder of modem philosophy ^
"Mo mm (says fWscoa) can by osre taklns, ". the flortp-

tsrs saiih, ndd s cabit to hi* mature in ibis Hut" model fl* a
nan's body j but, in Ihe great Irsme r-f kingdoms ai d Com
monwealths it is in ihe power of prlns .* or i itates to arid
amplitude and srsatnoss to iheir kingdom*i lor, by intro¬
ducing such ordinances, oonMitntlon«, and cuiwmi *« are

wise, they may sow gtwstness 10 ibetr posterity and ««>¦

lessors. Rut tn*ee thing* are commonly m* observed, ant
left to take their chance "

This is a State, snd we sre deliberating for it just as
oar fathers deliberated in establishing the institutions We
enjoy. Whatever superiority there is ia oar condition
and hope* over those of sny other "kingdom" or "estate"
is dae to the fortunste circqmstanee thtt our anteettH*
iti«l not leave things "to take their chance," hat that they
"added amplitude sad greatnass" to oar Commonwealth,
. hy introducing such ordinances, constitutions, and en |
toms aa were *WM We, in oar torn, have succeeded to
the same responsihilities, and we eannot approach the
duty before ae wisely or jastly, except we raise our¬
selves to the great consideration of how we can most


